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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The request for a continued examination of this application under 37 CFR 1.114 is 
acknowledged. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 7/17/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

3. The Examiner's response to applicant's arguments is incorporated in the rejection 
found below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 2, 3, 8-10, 21-22, 27-29, 39-43 and 45-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over considered with Williams et al. (US Patent No. 
5,815,657) considered with Dorrough et al (US Patent No. 5,287,269). 
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As per claims 2, 3, 21 , 22, 29 and 39, Williams et al teach a user may purchase 
electronic tokens. See column 17, lines 49-57 of Williams. Williams et al disclose 
issuing the one or more electronic tokens comprising setting a price for the one or more 
electronic tokens, the price determined by a vendor. Williams et al. disclose wherein 
registering the user with the vendor comprises acquiring personal information (column 
1 1 , lines 31-38). Williams et al further teach displaying a number of available electronic 
tokens in the user account on a computer screen (see column 18, lines 2-12). 

The electronic tokens can be used for the payment of an electronic transaction. 
See column 1, lines 16-26 and column 17, line 49 to column 19, line 3 of Williams et al. 
Williams et al disclose loading of a user account with electronic tokens or electronic 
money. Applicant is further directed to column 1, lines 16-26 and column 17, lines 49- 
57 of Williams et al. A user in the system of Williams et al is allowed to order at least 
one of a plurality of products or services offered by a vendor. See figures 11-12 and 20 
of Williams et al. 

Applicant has amended the independent claims to recite a function of determining 
whether the user has "adequate funds to finance the purchase of electronic tokens from the 
vendor, the electronic tokens being issued and redeemable by the vendor, each of the 
electronic tokens having a predetermined nominal value, the purchased electronic tokens 
being stored after purchase in a user account with the vendor", and argued that 

Williams is directed at an electronic payment system, called PayWindow, that is 
independent of any vendors and managed by a financial institution. PayWindow collects 
financial information from consumers and enables payments to any vendors that accept the 
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PayWindow system. Upon a purchase, PayWindow provides a graphic display of a wallet 
that allows the consumer to select the preferred payment system (for example, a credit card 
or an electronic fund transfer), the consumer being debited in legal currency and in 
centesimal amounts, if appropriate.". 

In response, to simplify the applicant's comments regarding the applied reference 
"Williams et ah", applicant is arguing that that users in the system of Williams et al. are 
allowed to purchase tokens or electronic coins from a third party whereas in the instant 
independent claims 2 and 39, users are only allowed to purchase the electronic tokens or 
coins from a merchant and the coins must be used for purchasing goods or services at that 
merchant only. 

As per this limitation, the Examiner asserts that such an obvious difference does not 
render patentable differences. It should be noticed that if a merchant desires to sell 
electronic tokens only to be reused for purchasing goods or services at his/her site or 
location, such would have resulted in an increased traffic and volume of purchased goods 
thereby increasing sales volume and profit. That merchant would have also provided an 
incentive to purchase electronic coins or tokens at his/her location thereby providing an 
increase volume of purchasers and profit for that merchant. 

As such it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art when viewing 
Williams et al. to make such a modification therein in order to increase sales traffic in the 
system of Williams et al. 

In so doing, the user would have registered with the vendor. Also, whenever a 
purchase is attempted to be made by a purchaser who has an account, steps or functions of 
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determining whether the user has a sufficient funds or in this case steps or functions of 
determining whether the purchaser has a sufficient number of electronic tokens in the 
user's account to cover the purchase would have been made for proper payment purposes. 

Williams et al. do not explicitly state determining whether a user has an account 
balance exceeding a predetermined amount is performed after registering is completed. 

Dorrough et al disclose a system and method for allowing access to events and 
activities in a particular location. In so doing, Dorrough et al. teach registering a user 
and opening a user account with a vendor for the user (column 7, lines 7-34) wherein 
the user account is loaded with available funds to facilitate a financial transaction or 
conducting commerce transactions with the vendor (column 7, lines 35-67). Dorrough 
et al further disclose providing credit units or tokens for playing video games. These 
credit units are contained in a portable medium representing value or monetary value 
when in contact with an electronic device. Dorrough et al further teach providing 
products and services that may be purchased (column 6, lines 21-37), through the 
vendor (such as a recreational area) permitting the user to select a subset of the 
products and services for purchase (column 8, lines 26-41). 

Dorrough et al further teach determining whether the user has an account 
balance exceeding a predetermined amount sufficient to cover a purchase of at least 
one of a plurality of products or services offered by the vendor, wherein determining 
whether the user has an account balance exceeding a predetermined amount is 
performed after registering is completed. Applicant is directed to column 10, lines 25- 
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40, column 11, lines 55-67 and column 12, line 53 to column 13, line 7 of Dorrough et 
al. 

The. receiving, determining, enabling, transmitting, and delivering are each 
performed by a vendor server computer. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the electronic tokens or electronic money of Williams et 
al with the system of Dorrough et al in order to allow clients to perform convenient 
cashless transactions covering items such as in "low-cost transactions". 

As per claim 8, 27, the combination of Williams et al and Dorrough et al disclose 
presenting the user with descriptions of the plurality of products or services. 

As per claims 9 and 28, updating the account balance based on the purchase 
selection would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to do in the 
combination of Williams et al. and Dorrough et al whenever a payment is made from the 
user's credit data or credit cards for account reconciliation purposes. 

As per claim 10, in the combination of Williams et al and Dorrough et al, a user is 
able to confirm the purchase selection. 

As per claim 40, in the combination of Williams et al and Dorrough et al the 
combined system requests at least one of personal information and payment 
information from the user. 

As per claims 41-43, see the combination of Williams et al. and Dorrough et al. 

As per claims 45-47, see the combined teachings of Williams et al. and Dorrough 

et al. 
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As per claims 48 and 49, the combination of Williams et al and Dorrough et al do 
not explicitly teach enabling the user to trade at least some of the electronic tokens with 
another user. As per this claimed limitation, it has been well known in the art of 
commerce that trading of coins exist for a long time before the applicant's claimed 
invention. Providing such a feature in the combination of Williams et al and Dorrough et 
al would have been left to the users or to the owners of the combined system as such does 
not affect the structural system of Williams et al and Dorrough et al. Such would have 
been a business decision which would have benefited involved entities such as the vendor 
receiving a commission from the trade between users. 

As per claim 50, in the combination of Williams et al and Dorrough et al, see 
Williams et al and Dorrough et al. 

As per claim 51, Williams et al disclose creating commercial agreements between 
different vendors by allowing purchasers of electronic tokens to purchase goods/services at 
vendors accepting electronic tokens. The combination of Williams et al and Dorrough et al 
does not explicitly state the electronic tokens issued by a first vendor are accepted for 
payment by a second vendor. The Examiner notes analogous usages of credit card issued 
by a first merchant or store being accepted by a second merchant or store. Performing the 
same in the combination of Williams et al and Dorrough et al would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to do in order to increase sales volume and profit. 

As per claims 52-53, the combination of Williams et al and Dorrough et al does not 
explicitly teach the electronic tokens are accepted for payment by the second vendor as a 
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business decision as noted above in the rationale taken for claim 51. The electronic tokens 
being accepted for payment by the second vendor at a discount would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to do in the combination of Williams et al and Dorrough et 
al in order to provide some kind of incentive to the second vendor thereby encouraging 
performing business with the second vendor. In so doing an interpayment system between 
the different entities or vendor would have been enabled to facilitate payments and the 
redemption of the provided discount. 

As per claim 54, Williams et al teach the user purchasing the electronic tokens 
provides personal information to the first vendor upon the purchase of the electronic 
tokens, and the personal information is fed into a user database. Williams et al and 
Dorrough et al do not explicitly state the second vendor has access to the user database. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to allow the second vendor to have access to the user database whenever an attempt 
to purchase an item is made by the user at the location of the second vendor so as to 
determine if the user has sufficient funds to cover the desired transaction. Such would 
have been made also for security purposes. 

5. Claims 4 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Williams et al. (US Patent No. 5,815,657) considered with Dorrough et al (US Patent 
No. 5,287,269) as applied to claims 2 and 21 above in view of "AMBALINK 
UNIVERSAL NEWS SERVICES LIMITED", Universal News Services, PR Newswire, 
London June 8, 1999. 
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As per claims 4 and 23, the teachings of Williams et al and Dorrough et al are 
discussed above. The combined teachings do not explicitly teach the step of 
"electronically delivering includes transmitting an authorization code". As per this 
feature, the Ambalink system teaches consumers making online purchases and an 
authorization code is transmitted to the consumers. See the entire document. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
include a step or means for transmitting an authorization code to the user as taught by 
Ambalink into the teachings of Williams et al and Dorrough et al in order to allow a 
user/purchaser to authenticate a transaction and/or for dispute resolution purposes. 

6. Claims 5-7 and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Williams et al. (US Patent No. 5,815,657) considered with Dorrough 
et al. (US Patent No. 5,287,269) as applied to claims 2 and 21 above in view of 
Friedland et al. (US Patent No. 6,449,601). 

The teachings of Williams et al and Dorrough et al. are discussed above. 
Williams et al and Dorrough et al do not explicitly teach the features of claims 5-7 and 
24-26. 

As per claims 5, 24, Friedland et al disclose requesting account information from 
the user if a determination is made that the user has no account that permits the user to 
conduct electronic commerce transactions with the vendor and receiving the account 
information from the client device. See column 11, line 39 to column 12, line 41 of 
Friedland et al. 
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As per claims 6 and 25, the teachings of Williams et al and Dorrough et al are 
discussed above. The combined teachings failed to explicitly state the claimed 
requesting and preventing steps. As per claims 6, 25, Friedland et al disclose 
preventing the user from viewing a portion of information relating to the plurality of 
products or services offered by the vendor if a determination is made that the user has 
an account balance less than the predetermined amount. Note column 1 1 , line 39 to 
column 12, line 41. 

As per claims 7, 26, Friedland et al disclose preventing the user from viewing a 
Portion of information relating to the plurality of products or services offered by the 
vendor if a determination is made that the user has no account that permits the user to 
conduct electronic commerce transactions with the vendor. Note column 1 1 , line 39 to 
column 12, line 41 . 

As per claims 5-7 and 24-26, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of Friedland et 
al into the combination of Williams et al and Dorrough et al in order to not waste too 
much time and/or computer resources with users unable to make a particular purchase 
thus, allocating computer resources to registered users who have sufficient funds to 
cover a particular transaction. 
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Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frantzy Poinvil whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6797. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sam Sough can be reached at (571) 272-6799. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Frantzy Poinvil 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3628 

FP 

September 5, 2006 



